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RESPONSE TO 24 FEBRUARY 2005 PAPER 



Sir: 

Introductory Comments 

This is submitted in response to an official action bearing a mailing date of 24 
February 2005 in which the examiner noted that claims 1 through 24, 35, 52 through 74 
and 80 through 93 were allowed and that claims 25 through 34, 36 through 51 and 75 
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through 79 were subject to a restriction or election requirement. The examiner further 
noted that the drawings filed on 21 January 1999 were acceptable. The action was non- 
final. 

As respecting claims 25 through 34, 36 through 51 and 75 through 79 and the 
restriction requirement relating thereto, applicant traverses the restriction requirement in 
all of its respects and requests reconsideration. In that regard, applicant believes there is 
a typographical error in the restriction requirement since the examiner on the page 
entitled "Office Action Summary" indicates claims 1 through 24 to be allowed and 
claims 25 through 34 (among others) to be subject to a restriction or election requirement. 
However, on page 2 under the heading "Detailed Action" and under the subheading 
"Elections/Restrictions" the examiner states that claims 1 through 25 (of which all but. 
claim 25 are indicated as "allowed" — see the previous sentence) are one of the allegedly 
distinct restricted groups of claims, purportedly being drawn to an electrical modular 
power node classified in class 700, subclass 286. 

Applicant respectfully requests clarification as to whether claim 25 has been 
allowed and/or is subject to a restriction or election requirement. The two pages of the 
official action, one entitled "Office Action Summary" and the other entitled "Detailed 
Action" seem to be inconsistent one with another. 



PH2 236609v 1 08/24/05 5:10:17 PM 



2 



76109.01001 



